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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and Allowance are respectful^ tibqiicsted in view of the fore^oins 
amendments and the following ternaries. 
Claims l4,<^M0 r and 
Ctoimil, 2, 6, 8* and3^ 
Claim 5 has been cancelled Without p«y udicc. 

Applicant appreciates the Examine 

u:s*c.§ioi. 

Regai^ili£ the Claim QblcciioM 

Claim 3 was objected to tinder 37C !£JL 1.75 <e) &r being an improper de^dent cte^ 
farfiriJingtofta^ Applicant has canceiied Oato 

5 and respectfoUy ieq^^ 
^^1^11^^102 Rejections 

On page 7 of the Final Office Action, Claims 7 and 8 were rejected under 35 tf;SC. § 
1 02(e) for bemg anticipated by Adam. Applicant respe<tffiaiy traverses ^ re>cfion bftaeu^ 
Adam does not teach or antfcipato sct^blicg on a gro^wise feasis. This is socfQa^ • . 

Exariiincr** own wba^ 
however, Adam does not c^Hcl%t^^ 
such* Applicant respectmily i^ 
<^ini$7aaid8a^ 
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Chums 1, 5, 34, 35, and 37 were r^bsm binder 35ILS;d § 103(a) for being reftflc^ 
obvious "by iitowr (US: Patent No, 5£^S07) [ in View of Bar-Zohar (U.S. Patent N6; 
4,575,754). 

Applicant agrees with the Examiner iflwit Kumar does not tearib *e specific imb iof 
scrambling cm a group-wise basis. Xwwar discusses scrambling starting in column 6, tine 52 
through column 7, line 20. Kumar discusses the use of a scrambling polynomial such as one 
specified by tte CCriT V, 29 spefcificafiou. TKere is -iio' a isi%|^sticm or motivation pr^^ ! ^ 
Kumar to use any type of scrambler crtihCTihdh a scxeto "K 
states in column 7 y line 4, that the ecramblh^ function is teiportant because the source message [ 
may not be random. Again, iApptici^ fhitt the* is no suggesiSon ojr motivation in 

Kumar to use anything except scrambling polynomial to eliminate long runs of consbcutive 
binary ones or zeros and to cause a resulting binary message to have aqppioximate(y equal 
fmfcabaitiesm i!yppfi^ 
scrambler of Kumar is a contimoiis sciart 
to shamble a data bitsteam^^ 

Bo^ZbAar teaches a vldeb sci^bisrsys^ 
the signal into blocks of sfegmttfls, iwers^ 

delaying the reversed segments, and revering the sequence of ftie randomly delayed segments. 
There is no discussion in Bar^Zohar that su^ests or would motivate one of ^inaiy sldll in th^ 
art to nylace the Bar-Zo har&jii^ 'ttitip is 

no requirement in the Bar-Zohar reference that iie^ or motivates oiw 
statistically balances the number of Jogpc iiw w Ihe iineie 

- . ". 7 
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fact that references cto 
obvious imless^ 

Corporation v jtffe (FedCfr, 06-10919, 9/6/06) is* veiy 

recent Federal Circuit precede ihflt discussesifcc itquh^cnts of obviousness; Intfiis case, fiite 
Court stated that in obvfousx^W^ 
analogous art leaves oft The court sta^ 
whefcer a perscm having <n^^ 

the subjett matter as whole to have been obvious in view of multiple references,^ than 44 there 
must be some rationale, articiifertion or reasoned basis to explain why the conclusion of 
obviousness is correct* 9 this im^ that further defines the riequiipwne^ of 

obviousness further explained that the Motivation to combine" requirement entails 
"consideration of both the scope ^content oflhe prior ail and level of ordkiaiy skill in the 
pertinent art," Rejec^kms on Sustabed on mere concluslooaiy 

statements; instead 'Iheretriu&tes^ 
to sttpporttbe ^ 

As such, Applicant itspectf^ ffie Kwnat isdfereticeln view of Jia^i^ 

does liat provide Aere^iiislteM ; 
usedto replace the polynomW the Examiner has not provided 

any motivation or rationale for vitoy or hqwidietton^po^oii^ ; 
group-wise scrambler of Ba&Ztti&tt 

Furthermore, Applicant has amended Cfarai 1 to tiedte ihat the "fi^^oded data 
comprises ECC redundant code Hiat comprises implicit fiame alignment infonnationT ECC 
redundant code that comprises implicit vfirame alignment Information is supported in the 
otfgmdly Sl^^^ 
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rcspect&ily sutei 

code ftom an ECC encoder Ihat comimse$ implicit toe igifoent infdrmafi^; 
Applicant respectfblly req^^ 
Claim 1 Isii^y for^owanee. 
With respect to CU^ 

that the "ECC-cncoded data co^j^^ that comprises implick fi^^ 

alignment tafortnation." Applicant tes^cctMy sutawts:^at none of the cited art teach^ 
alludes to, or renders 6b^ 

ECC redundant code that comprises implied fr^e alignment infonnation. As such, AppUcant 
respectfully requests that the- § KB rejection be withdrawn ami submits that Claima L, 34, 35 and 
37 areieady for idlowance; 

Cfawns 6*8 were injected tinder 35 U&C § 103<ti>*dr heing rendered obvious t&A&im 
(U:S- Patent 6,628,725) in ^vfcw of J^Z^3^<^75,7^). 

As discussed ahove, Bars2fr^ . 
does sot tearii a scramW^ of scrtefbled data "having a statisticaSly 

talanced number of logic lotf aini log^ A£p0^ 
all scramblers are designed tostaj^^ 

TCoraiaily, a pol>Tiomial t>^ SOTmbtertiiBt^ particular polynomial ^ sci^bHngflie itts ; 
isu^topixid^ 

highs, Furthf^oi^ wi&:.iiaspect to the Adam refem^ Adcwi does, teach a. ■rax^: : 1fo/ '' ; 

statistically balancing the biis in groups of 

motivati*^ 

operate prtiperly. Ther* mutt be i^e ieaso^le 
explain why such a combination ^oiild be p 
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ejection to be prima facia: Sine© none was provided, Applicant respectfully submits 1h# ^ 
rejection shouklbe withdrawn* 

icdiffidaat eodet^ Applicant respectfully ; 

submits fcat redundant data having implicit ftame ^Ug^meiit infomiadon is not fbuiKi in any of 
the cited references. As $uc^ ^ that the § ltB rejecribri be 

Wfthdmwnand^ 

Claim 8, is dependent upon Claim 6 ai^ is th€refbih& not i^dei^ obvious for at least the 
same reasons as discussed above v^ to Claim 6* f ufflkamore, Claim 8 recites tl^^ ' . . 
received serialized data is converted mto^" 
information," Applicant re^ctf^ 

found in the cited art arid, :ii particiilar, is iktk taught br suggested as being found in Ae 
redundant code of Ac ECO^acodeddata* As such, Applicant respectfully submits that Glaiiri 8 
is not taught, alluded to, or-tdaiM& . 
103 iqection Wwfedtawn: 

Claims 2 and 36 wete^jfec^.u 
Kumar and Bor-Zohor in vieW of vi^&iru With vtiwq^ this cWta is '-tiepfcadi^ . 

Claim 1 and is therefore nbt tendered obvious for the same reasons as discussed above wMhr 
respect to Claim 1. F«rthtdti<^ does not teadit allude to orrmder obvious "convertmg 
die serialized data into data fiaa^ 
wasin^^Credm 
reqp^thatfhe^^^ 

ig^\tespectto^ : ^ 

references do not .«pliefi^::«BaA»^te :«|M»fiB6' .ii*e: «f incs£iad£ttbi» : te a gft*U^ 

.. • 10 . " . .. ■ ;;"V;>7.V'.--" v 
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discussed above, the £d>vj^^ °° '* ■■ffcSjH^'*^^^ . 

Applicant respectfully stimWft^ 

or teaching for combining itie ittferraccs- Again, A^Mcant reminds Hie Examiner of jgm 
Corporation vMch statesihaf 6h^^ 

mere concltisory statements; mstead, there must be some articulated reasoning wHh sOrtte 
rationale underpin AppHcaijt 
with the Examiner that the :art & Applicant fta^^ 

that the nature of the problem toites^ 

a whole do not suggest to tii09e of ordinaiy skfll in to ^ to make the 
Examiner is suggesting. As such, the § 103 rejection 

withdrawn. 

Furflieffikire, Claim 3^^ ^ Ae^^ECC*^^ 
competed EGC ^ ^ compose* impii^ 

discus^ aboveync^ 

code lhat com^ses inqiiicit freine iiHgpsn^ As isiich ^lfcan* res^^B^ 

requests thfltihe§ 103 ejection be wltto 

Whh respect to Claims 3 and 4, fese claims are each either diiecfly or mdirectly 
dqwhd^uiraC 

not rendered obvious for*ll^ the ^ 

jmd 2, Apt>Baant rcspertft^f^^ i(» ^ 

these claims are ready &rattb^^ 

With respect to data** 
Wth^efbre hot rmd^ 

.: . :■ '.. ■ •..*. '." 
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(PARENT) . 



to Claim 6. AppUcam respectfully 
that these cMmsare ready for Allowance. 

Applicant respectfully beto 
been addressed, and thus submits the present case is m condition 
notification of which is earnestly solicited. 



Dated: ty- 2? - 2006 




Dallas* Texas 75240-2318 
(972)680h6058 
Attorneys For Applicant 
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